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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to amendment /reconsideration filed on 
01/12/2009, the amendment/reconsideration has been considered. Claims 87-103 have 
been newly added and therefore claims 69-82 and 86-103 are pending for examination, 
the rejection cited as stated below. 

2. Applicant's election without traverse of claims 69-82 and 86-1 03 in the reply filed 
on 01/12/2009 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 69-80, 82 and 86-100 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwartz et al. (Pub. No.: US 2005/0071625 A1), hereinafter 
"Schwartz" in view of Harper et al. (Patent No.: US 7,197,558 B1), hereinafter "Harper". 

5. As to claim 69, 82 and 86, Schwartz discloses, 
a switch portion (Schwartz, Fig. 2, element-222); 

a service processor portion (Schwartz, Fig. 2, element-214); 

a data interface for communicating with an external management entity; and 
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a fault management unit (Schwartz, Fig. 2, element-226 is connecting the two 
entity 200 and 202 for data communication); 

Schwartz however is silent on disclosing explicitly, wherein the fault management 
unit is configured to intercept fault messages generated by the switch portion and the 
service processor portion and to perform processing on the fault messages to determine 
whether to forward a given message to the external management entity. 

Harper however discloses a similar concept as, wherein the fault management 
unit is configured to intercept fault messages generated by the switch portion (Harper, 
Col. 3, lines 62-65, where Edge switch 120 filters the faulty messages) and the service 
processor portion and to perform processing on the fault messages to determine 
whether to forward a given message to the external management entity (Harper, Col. 3, 
lines 65-67, where Edge switch determines the faulty messages corresponding to Edge 
switch and reports the fault message to server). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Schwartz with the 
teachings of Harper in order to provide a systems for network element fault information 
processing, where a network element identifier and a network element fault information 
processing instruction are received. A query for network element fault information based 
at least in part on the network element identifier is sent. Network element fault 
information is received. The network element fault information is processed based at 
least in part on the received network element fault instruction. 
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6. As to claim 70, 87 and 94, Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 69, 82 and 86 above, including, wherein the fault 
management unit is implemented within the service processor portion (Schwartz, Fig.2, 
element-214 and 210, where service processor and scalability management modules 
are within same entity). 

7. As to claim 71 , 88 and 95, Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 69, 82 and 86 above, including, wherein the fault 
management unit stores details of fault messages received irrespective of whether the 
message is forwarded to the external management entity (Harper, Col. 2, lines 45-57, 
where fault messages are stored in the tarp log). 

8. As to claim 72, 89 and 96 Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 69, 82 and 86 above, including, wherein the stored 
details of the fault messages includes data describing an action taken by the originator 
of the fault message in response to detection of the fault (Harper, Col. 2, lines 58-67, 
where fault identifiers are recorded corresponding to the faulty device or element and 
Col. 3, lines 1-8, where determined network fault information can also be retrieved and 
detailed analysis can be compiled in view of logged or saved fault messages. 
Additionally the trap log can be search and parsed by entering queries). 

9. As to claim 73-74, 90-91 and 97-98, carries similar limitations as claims 72, 89 
and 96 and therefore are rejected under for same rationale. 
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10. As to claim 75, 92 and 99 Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 74, 91 and 98 above, including, wherein the processing 
further comprises not forwarding a fault message relating to a fault already reported to 
the management entity (Harper, Col. 3, lines 62-67 and Col.4, lines 1-3, where 
parameters included to determine which messages to be sent out to server or 
management system). 

11. As to claim 76, Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 69 above, including, wherein the switch portion and service processor 
portion are implemented by separate hardware within the module (Schwartz, Fig. 2, 
Elements- 222 a switch and 214, a service processor are separate hardware). 

12. As to claim 77, Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention substantially as in 
parent claim 69 above, including, wherein the switch portion and service processor 
portion are implemented by common hardware within the module (Schwartz, element- 
200, where switch portion and service processor portion are implemented by common 
hardware). 

1 3. As to claim 78, 93 and 1 00, Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 69 above, including, wherein the service processor 
portion is configured to operate in master/slave relationship with a service processor 
portion of a further combined switch and service processor module of the modular 
computer system ([0018], where four RXE-216 are coupled to SMM-212 which is 
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controlled via master scalability chipset 210 and since RXE-216 is remote and therefore 
is equivalent to salve entity); and 

Wherein the service processor portion is further configured to automatically 
synchronize management information with the service processor portion of the further 
combined switch and service processor via the data interface in accordance with the 
master/slave relationship (Fig. 3, element-312, [0019], where registering node with 
scalability manager module is synchronizing master/slave relationship). 

14. As to claim 79, carry similar limitations as claim 69 and 78 above and therefore is 
rejected under for same rationale. 

15. As to claim 80, The combined switch and service processor module of claim 69, 
wherein the service processor portion has a user interface configured to receive and 
forward communications between the external management entity and the switch 
portion (Schwartz, Fig. 2, element-200, where SMM is the interface to control 
messages). 

16. Claim 81 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schwartz and Harper in view of Qhkubo et al (Patent Number: US 5276683), hereinafter 
"Ohkubo". 



1 7. As to claim 81 , Schwartz and Harper disclose the invention substantially as in 
parent claims 69 above, including, wherein the switch and service processor elements 
are each operable to create a unique identifier using data unique to the respective 
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processor (Schwartz, Fig. 2, element-212, [0020], where SMM is available to the booting 
node and compares the stored UUID list to the nodes specific UUID); and 

Schwartz however is silent on disclosing explicitly, wherein the service processor 
is operable to supply its unique identifier to the switch for use by the switch in identifying 
itself in precedence to the switch's own unique identifier. 

Ohkubo however discloses the concept of aliasing or creating single ID for 
multiple or plurality of devices, wherein the service processor is operable to supply its 
unique identifier to the switch for use by the switch in identifying itself in precedence to 
the switch's own unique identifier (Ohkubo, Abstract, where masking circuit is used to 
select a plurality of instruments by using a single ID code). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Schwartz and Harper with 
the teachings of Ohkubo in order to provide a multiplex communication system having a 
received ID comparison system capable of effecting the high-speed data transfer with a 
small number of hardware. 

18. Claims 101, 102 and 103 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schwartz and Harper in view of Tzenq et al (Pub. No.: US 
2005/0122825 A1 ), hereinafter "Tzenq". 

1 9. As to claim 1 01 , 1 02 and 1 03, Schwartz and Harper discloses the invention 
substantially as in parent claim 69, 82 and 86 above, including, detect a fault in an 
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information processing module coupled to the switch portion (Harper, Col. 3, lines 62-67, 
where edge switch determines network associated faults); 

convey a corresponding fault message to the fault management unit (Harper, 
Col. 3, lines 62-65, where transmits the fault report to server after determining the 
faults). 

Schwartz and Harper however are silent on disclosing explicitly, in response to 
detecting a fault in the information processing module: 
disable the network port of the information processing module. 

Tzeng however discloses a similar concept of, in response to detecting a fault in 
the information processing module: 

disable the network port of the information processing module (Tzeng, [0351], where 
after receiving a warning message port is disabled or traffic is stopped from the said 
port). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Schwartz and Harper with 
the teachings of Tzeng in order to provide a high performance network switching 
architecture for integrating multiple switched into a single device and more control over 
port management. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TAUQIR HUSSAIN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1247. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM to 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 571 272 3964. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 2452 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



